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" THE PRESENT STATE OF THE SCENE IN TEXAS TEACHER CENTERS, . ;
WETH SPECIAL ATTENTION TO THE EFFECTS OF ‘ e

AR . THE SCHOOL-BASED TEACHER EDUCATOR PROJECT : L

i

L.
A
Gene E. Hall and Susan F. Loucks ’ )
. IR . s » \
. g JINTRODUCTION ' . v

“ L@

is documgnt is the fourth in a series of Teacher Center,evaluatidi re-
N . /

]

ports prepared by the Research and Development Center for Teacher Education
i

at the\University of Texas ‘at Austin. This report is based on data collected'

from a questionnaire maiied to a répresentative sample of tﬁe members of Teac

-er Centers in-Texas in late April 1977 The two-year study that this_report

)

is part of has had as its focus assessing the state of activity of Texas Teac

| N
t

er Centers and the degree of awareness and use of concepts and prodgcts devel

N =% e

oped by the School-?ased Teacher Educator Project,'which is‘supported by,the

h-

h-

Fund for the Improvement of Post-Secondary Education and based at the Univer--

«

sity o?ﬂouston. . - ‘. ‘ N . .

. . e -

»o 2. 8 - . * s

The School-Based Teacher Educator PrOJect is an action;oriented effbrt

that has been developing concepts, procedufes, and materials for the training

of school-based teacher educhtors. The goals of the project include.'-"devel

L4 * e

oping a set of competency)specifications for'school—based teacher educators,

'
. -

training and recognizing experienced teachers for this role; -and in the proce

encouraging cooperation. among Texas Teacher Centérs (Houston, Cooper, Warner,
T

Johnston, Stell, & Turner, 1975)." RN . ) ,>’
. . . - . \ ’ » . f -

‘e

'l
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t. \ Teacher Centers in Texas are organized around several different structures.
~ B I

which prohibit developing a simple overall description. In this study, the

¢ :

"172 standards" cooperative, Teacher Centers were seélected as the basic units.

. . o
» . 0 -, [

These Centers are the resultkof a 1972 legislative act to foster cooperation

. . 2
between colleges/universities, school districts, &nd professional asspciations.

There are also student Teacher C¥nters established by legislation (Senate

Bill 8 in 1970);\which are essentially-contractual agreements between a single _

schooifdistrict and a single college/university. -In operation, these- two

types of Teacher Centers are often combineéd; in other instances, there is

overlapping membership, making any study ‘of Texas Teacher Centers a complex

- ’,

effort from the onset:

In this study, the Texas R&D Center has had the opportunity to learn more

. M . » . ’
3} - about Texas Teacher Centers, to serve as the outside formative.evaluator and
3 as change/disseﬁination consultants to the.SBTE Project, and to capitalize on

4 »

. , . o .
a uniqu.research opportunity. ‘The research opportunity has been the chance

to study ‘thg dissemination ofé%linnobation as it is occurring’rather.than;

4
s -

- * . s - K

.conducting the more typical post hoc study. s ' . ‘
. N . V3 ‘ \r -

The study is now two years old. ‘The SBTE project began in the summer of .

\ *
1975 and 4s nearing completion of its second year. The sample for the study

was didentified in August of 1975 and the' first survey mailed and analyzed 1n

September 1975 (Hall, Loutks & George, 1975). That survey focused on assess-

ing the "state of the scéne" 1n Teacher Centering in Texas, spé;eying:SBTgk {’

. related needs and activities, and, assessing dissemination factors.
v 1 Fa) »
® ‘/.,. e} ¢ “n
- \ A second questionnaire whas mailed to the sample-in the Spring of 1976 .

'Y

e 7 Loucks & Hall 1976) This,questionnaire focused on Teacher Center activi-' :

Lo H

b @

(o] \SBTE disseminatfon. '» - ' T . ¥ . ' ’

.;’ ) tzes during the year, on Teacher Center networking, and on the rate and extent B

o
U )
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This report is of the third questionnaire mailed in late April 1977 to
- < -

the same sample.

-
Fon—

>

This questionnaire and report focuses on thé activities and

LN 4

. . @ ' p
netvorking of Texas Teacher Centers two years later and.pn the effects of the

SBTE project dissemination strategies.

.

—~—

basic questions and severél subquestions:

\

.

Question A. What is the present state of the scene in Texas

This report is‘organ;zed around two

1]

. Teacher Centers?- .o .o .
“ 1. ,What is the stability of Teacher Centerlmember~
- - ship? ‘ i .
—_ ". 2. Has the activity of Teacher Centers‘increesed
) = . ‘ during tpe~twenty months of the project? | i
. ‘3.7 Has thelamount of networking of’Teacher Centers‘in
- ) ° . N Texas increeeed durlng_the twenty months of the .
—_ project? ° f
. Question B. What is the extent of dféseminetion of SBTE concepts

.

" and produc®s twenty months after initiation of the

project?

‘.

l.

nated across the state?

i
4

tﬂe SBTE coneept°

»

& project products?
k3

a - 1

Where did the reSpondents hear of SBTE?

“To what éxtent has the label "SBTE" been dissemi-

-
v

How valid is fhe understanding of the meaning of

3. .Wheﬁ did the respondents first hear of SBTE"

-

Wﬁ‘& is the level oi—awareness and use of SBTE




_— - ‘ PROCEDURES ' N g

In collaboration with the SBIE project staff, a sSet of evgluation ques-
’ T N .

tions was developed. These questions were anﬁattempt to’ focus thinkiﬁg and

. to clayify description of the important variables to be assessed. A question-
A ‘ t, .
& naire 'was developed and reviewed. This questionnaire was then mailed to the
' . ' .
previously identified sample. . o ’ _ »
oo ‘ ;

The Present Questionnaire ‘ . -
N .

. : ' T . ’ .
The questionnaire.focused on the evaluation questions and subquestions

listed above. Items Are of several types including open-ended, Likert scale,

Ty

~ L) 9 1‘
and dichotomatic choices. Several items were retained from the previous two

questionnaires. Thesé items are‘related to key variables that were to be .

v 14 . . °

~ followed over the two years of the project. A copy of the questionnaire is

)

.

included as Appendix A._ ) '

kN
3

A'cover letter accompanied tﬁeﬂquestionnaire (see Appendix B) in which

-

-+

the purpose of\the study was, for the first time, publicly stated. In the 3

* past, as an attempt to reduce respondent bias, the stddy was presented as

LN

solely a UTR&D research study on Teacher Centers. In the present survey, the

collaborative nature of the study with the SBTE project was stated.

[ ‘ Sample L ' . i

In the summer of 1975, officials at the Texas Education Agency provided

s

a list of the official Ieacher Center contact persons. Each contact person -

was asked by the R&D Center staff to nominhte from teﬁ to fifteen—individuals
\

who were active in their Teacher Center ahd who represented a cross-section

of the partieipating institutions and associations 1. e., celleges and univer-
sities, school districts, regional seryice‘Centers,-professional organizations,
. » % . ‘e

. . B
etc). Of the sixty-eight contact persons, forty-five (68%) returned lists
L ' - . W ) -

Q ) ’ I O ’ 7 . ‘::,.




totaling:513 individuals to be contactegf(Hall Loucks, & George, . 1975)

. )

This ‘same list of 513 individuals comprised the sample for the Spring : N

L4

~

1976 survey and for the surveyxfepomted herein In -the first survey, there

was a 57% return (294 respondents), the second a 41% return (211 respondents), ‘.,

1 . % . . - 1

and in this survex, a 43% refurn (222.respondents). followiné each survey,

~

4 - A
a brief feedback letter was maile@ to all indiViduals.
) For optimal comparisons between the three surveys, a stable'sample would
have been desirable, Unfortunately, althbugh'questionnaire.return rate .varied

only a small amount:'the individuals who completed the questionnaires varied.

.
vhﬂ“‘_‘ '

Tabl% 1 indicates how many individuals returned ,which questionnaires,,

~y

~ ‘ . _ ‘ . . ] .
“ : N . TABLE 1 : A ) E ‘ .
. Number of Respondents Returning ‘ .
. Each Combination of the Three Questionnaires
Questionnaire(sy ) Number of
. Returned i Respondents W
September 1975, Spring 1976, Spring 1977 94 .
Septembér 1975, Spring 1976 T s ,
| September 1975, Spring 1977 : 51
Spring 1976, Spring 1977 32° '
' ~September i}75 only , 68 ’ ‘. ’
. Spring 1976 only - 31 .
' ' Spi:ing 1977 ‘only - _ 43 .
. None Returned S141 ‘
. 2 {

L
Several attempt$ were made to explore whether the three different samples
g ~ ’ l .
represénted different-populations of Teacher Center members, First, the géo-

graphic locations of respondents were compared. Figures 1, 2, and,3 illus- .0

trate the'ﬂocatibns of respondents to the three questionnaires, respectively. 3

‘It appears that, although the respondents Were not the same each time, those
i o , —~

2
-

N L ‘, ) . Ld :
- ) . . ey R
N « £ . -
x : . + < .
s L o e N . : '
- 2]
. - s .
. .- , . . . ’
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.

who respondeg were generally disfributqd the same geographicaliy.l

N

-~ . \
The actual Teacher Centers represented in the curE?nt survey were compared

to those noted in responses to the first questionnaire. Although some con-

-
¢

sistency existed, there wad significant variation in the number of responses
by Teacher Center. Those Teacher Centers which had ten or more respondents

to the first and last questionnaires are illustrated in Table 2.

~

TABLE 2

Teacher Centers with Ten or More Respondents

September 1975 " Spring 1977

Midwestern University TC Midwestern University TC

Southwest Texas State TC ‘ Southwest Texas State TC

L3

University of Houston at University of Houston at
Clear Lake City TC Gléqr'Lake City TC

Abilene TC o Abilene TC* .
’ University'of Houston T€: Lamar University TC
; uity T las T
Harrison Courrty TC \ Dallas TC

Pan Am University TC

FINDINGS
' \) o{ ,' , - ¢
In interpreting the findings of' this and previous Teacher Center surveys,

a degree of caution must be exercised. This largely concérns overgeneralizing

of each TC, nor was that pool the sape for each of the three surveys. The

fol15wing findings must be viewed with'this ip mind.

h




v

- changed inithe past eighteen months: ' ¢ o -
f C.’ A' .+ 1. What is the stability of TeécherﬁCenter menhership2h
', . ~ . . . . ’
3 2; Has the activity of Teachex Centers increéseo duripg.the twenty
. St :l months of the projeot? ‘1 ‘ S i L .
B .B.l Has the’ amount of networking of Teacher _Centers in.lexas ‘ I:k
) .. . increaseé durlng the twenty'months of the pro;ect7 %Q S ‘{‘
. \Efsponses to each‘ouestlon have impllcatlons for the ,School-Based Teacher
) - Educator Projeéct, es welf as for'other projects wh1ch‘s k to use Texas Teach-
. er Centers as vehlcles for deéelgnnent d1ffus1on‘ end 1mplenentatlon bé < eir
. prodpcts.; ‘ . Y
' « * ‘t : ow ) ‘
' . ‘ Question 1: What is the stability of WPeacher Center membership? As
. . , e Y ' X

Tt e

of the sample cah be assumed to be involved at that time. In April 1977, °
. . . . .
! these same individuals were asked about their present involvement: g
A) - 1 4 ‘ v
-~ A * -, =% h ‘ o’
\ . ‘ . "
§ N ©e : N i . ™ s
; Are you.currently involved with a Teacher Center? &\l;'
- - > - Lo o N . ‘ o
) ) 78%. yes ¢ .+ 22% no . g . .
* . - . ( E - ' Ld [
- s - : - A ’ LT
e P Co .. . T § - . . . —
--A“*<P" ' ~ L N o~
[ - f L ) I 4

f

. ' ‘ Y\ . . . L~
. -Question A: What is the Present State of the Scene in Texas Teacher .Centers?

, . A , :
¢ . - o v

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

-

Three qﬁestions were asked by this study in an attempt to‘hescribe Teach- °

+ -
]

"er Centeringt*in Texa at the present time, and also to.describe how it has:
~ g &b P ¢

t [ ]

noted previously, the September 1975 questionnaires were sent to individuals
nominated by the‘official contact persons!‘ These lists were to be-of a cross-
. b e ) . - -

*

sectionel sample of individuals involved in their Teacher Center. Thus, 100%

¢
t i +

*"  Thus, in eighteen mon}hs Kalthough «qnly one school year difference), nearly

R -

one fourtn of the respondents had become uninvolved, suggesting a significant,
~

s

although not wholesale, turnover in annual Teacher Center membership. C

Al




Another quesﬁion, which was also

probed for tenure as a Teacher Center member:

.

11

s

9

) Center°

V .

Spring '76

September '75

.

¢

[P

How long have,.you been working (or did you work) with your Teacher .|.

“
N

e

<Spring 177

:iess than 1-2 . 34 7 more than
1 year years = years .4 years '
% . 42% 36 157
20 3% . 49% . 22% :
1% 20%. 4% . 34 :

.
\.

askeﬁ in the two prévious questionnaires,

- e e

B

<

“-;hks x

-

months of surveying.
(< * ] ':

-

“ e

#

increa81ngly more experlenced indlcatlng only that the

e e

~

These resﬁQnses show that those who, respondedyto thé questionnaires became

respondent group

PR TR S

-~ s . s

was stratified by experience essentially the same throughout the elghteen

-

A .
“of the sample from the start had had significant experience with Teachex

Centering (three or more years), an indication of some stability on Teacher

Center ﬁe@bership.

'

v

P

.

»

P

However, these responses also.poinf out that a majority

PN

.Theée data in coﬁbination with the previous item @ight suggest that there

|

a core -of long-term Teacher Center personnel, while

«

ut or an annual or biannual basis.

o * »
.

Question 2:

*

-
‘.

sghers rotate in and

~
¢

Has the activity of Teacher Centers increased during the

twenty months of?%heAproject?

%

i
«

previous questionnaires to assess the extent oF Teacher Center activir?:

i - 7

k]

4

>

iz

-

. Spring '76
Spring 177

r

about once

How often did your Teacher Center Board meet diring this year?

don't

once or every two onee\a month
never _twice months .or more oftens * kngw
1% 30% 45% - 24% -
3% .. 22% 36% . 24% 143,

rd

14

P

Three questlons ‘were asked on the current and

~ g

——r e




g e S

.

. , \ 12 -
v i -
. - .
€ r * '\
How often have you been, in Teacher Center meetings during the
R 1976-77 year? -
- N \ once or about once eéwery  once a month.
' ~hever twice two months or more often
September '75 4% 36% 359 25% -
& c . .
Spring '76 ‘;i, 6% 27% 4. 24
Spring '77 ), 18% . - 27% " 347 e 217
’ * N . . . ’ . /
, ' Do you consider your Teacher Center to be:
Rt DO -7—~»--inaota,vew~ i e A S Aty r-~~extxemely,achue~. -
, " September '75 . 4% 107 29% 357  21%
" Spring '77 4%  10% 28% 31z 27%
- .‘ " - °

There aopears.to‘hane been felatively little change in-accivit§ of Teach- '

A

er Centers. The apparent decrease in board, meetings and frequency of Teacher

Center ueetings may be accounted for by the fact that 227 of the sample are

« \;,
no longer involved in Teacher Centers. There is a noticeable trend in
» < - . ‘
+ assessed activity toward being extremely -active. L .
- . N B
v Questjon 3: Has the amount of networking of Teacher Centers in Texas

[

increased during°the'twenty months of the project? Networking was assessed

[

‘.J._‘ ——n
2 * by determining the extent of knowledge about other Teafher Centers, the extent

N "y

of c0ntact and/or collaboratlon Wwith other Teacher Centers, and the attitude,

towards networking activities.

knowledge about the activities of other Teacher Centers has neither increased

TIt appears from the following data that

nor'decreased significantly in the past eighteen months.
N . ¢ )

sample still knows about five or fewer Teacher Centers=
R

Nearly 80% of the

. 3 —




For how many Teacher Centers in Texas do you have at least a :

limited knowledge of their activities? ‘ : : .

v : " September '75 Spring '76 Spriﬁg,'77
’ all of them (55-64) 0% - . 1% )
N all but a few (45-54) ' 1% Co1g 1% .
N - smore than half (35-44) 0% 1% 1% >
about’half (25-34) 1% 2% o3 , ~
|- less than half (16-24) =~ = 2% 3% 2% - .
- /u o o -
_ many - (11-15) 2% 2% 22, $\\ﬁ&
. ’ several (6-10) .o ) 13% 11% - 14%
¥ | _only a few (3-5) 5 30% R _ .
S Sk e d it it Senthdntiaddetd it Dt T it ot ittt o e R e FRRNAN TRy RN e e v
] a couple (1-2) C 23z e aom L 30
te - 'none~other than my own 29% L2327 . 26% ;o
L . ’ . .
~ " £ . .\’ R . . .
- K . T K »
During this school year, what other Teacher Centers in Texas have A
you personally had contact with? '
named no - named 1 named i*‘,named 3 named 4
. Teachey Teacher Teacher Teacher, Teacher . . . (
v y Centers Center  Centers Centers Centers ' o
s o N .
Septembﬁf7 '75 627 20% - 112 ° 4% 2%
v + Spring '77 . 16% 15% 5% . 1% &
There appears to have béen a decrease in the number of contacts with other
Teacher Centers. .
Those contacts thaf there are between Teacher Centers have appeaied to
\ : shift somewhat during the time of the surveys. Figures 4, 5, and 6 illustrate
L communication channels, plotted from reSponses to this item. In general, "
. West Texas, Eadt Texas, and the Valley all appear to be more isolated now
v N
than before. As before, the strongest Centers of communication involve .the
Houston and Dallas area Teacher Centers. ) - - ‘ .

F @ _ 16 .
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When asked what topics were discussed in the contacts that were made,

.~ respondents to the currentﬁquestiodnairé listed many.

. T ! ) v‘*‘
- dealt with field experiencgs, 1nclud1ng student teacher evaluation and assign-
@« .
ment, and supervising teachér selection, training, competencies, and assess- ‘-

_The majority of topics

ment. Other topics of discussion included teacher certification, institution-
4

i al accreditation, staff deveIopment, operation and financing of the Teacher ) Y
- )

: Centera and content areas such as\vocationalieducation and reading. The topic

“ . B

of, SBTE was méntioned ten times out of 135 responshs.

2 g,’-‘ ° 'Y *
i
mrmme e s s -~ iyes - your - Peacher-€enter-cottaborate- wmh any- -other Feacher - rr « - frermoss o oo

. ) Center(s)° . 1

N - ’ Yes No ’
) 4 ) - — v - s a

S I N - - . IR N e
_ Spring '77 347 66%-
¢ Y e . : .

.

,
t - . " .

An equal number of respondents\éndicated collaboration nith‘other Teacher

“Centers over a year*s ‘time. When asked to list the Teacher.Genters collabor- o e
. . .0 . ;o t
o L . '

ated with, the current questionnaire respondents named twenty-six different

.. g

N —

Centers.

~

These were widely scattered throughout ‘the state, with onl& eight

Of these eight, Houston vas- mentioned fifteen
- R - .

Dallas and North

. ) .
P . - - e PR -

Texas wete noted three times each. Six respondents noted membership in a’ - ‘ -

mentioned more than once.

times, with Region VII having the next highest at fours:

\

14

$eaCher Center network. ‘Respondents to the Spring 1976 questionnaire had

indicated twenty—seven different Teacher Centers, but none were listed'more~
than four times. In this questionnaire,‘there were .only two references to -
. : i ; * ’ T ’ '\\.

' the/SBTE network. A
;l - . . e )

Vv

}A final question tapped attitudes to;ard the'nétworking of Teacher '

'

e nters: ) , : . | (o

2 .
§ v

o,
5 %42‘
.

4
e
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. . i -— 18 .
Do you think that a network of Texas Teacher Centers is a useful )
“idea? i
. Yes No )
) » Spring '76 . £, .
“ Formal network © o .56% 443, .
. Informal network’ 907 ;}02 J ' )
’ Spring '77 - - 88y : 127@ Co T
s

LI

t

FID e P w3 Wi

[y

-y =

-

the state?

v ’ . . E . >
Enthusiasm for netw0rking still remains considerableﬁﬂ<ﬁ

<5 . >
Q_estion B: What is the Extent of Dissemination of SBTE Conc|

2

rd

epts and,Products

. "' o s s e mem i R T e e
Twenty Months After Tnitiation of the PrOJeCt7“ -

—

r

.. The SBTE”project“began early in the summer ofi 197

%. At

concept label School-~Based Teacher‘Educator'and%its acronym

N

. -1):’--.-("})—-)"!

Fam e g - e v >

that time, the

"SBTE" were

No SBTE reports, modul

P"RV-&

assumed to be new and unusual terms.

existed at that time. ,Twenty months laters the project is

i = -
To what extent has the project's work been disseminated to

.’
.

audience, the members of Texas Teacher Centers? o

-~z

these questions addressiné a part of the major question.’

L3
.
A

Question 1:

arin} the com-.
sseminakion activities.

ts primary target

disseminated acrdssv -

4, or newslefters.

%

Tthhat extent has the’label "SBTE" bee
1 :

Due to the newness of the concept label "™SBT

~

-

at the onset to use. it as a tracer.

"SBTE" as a label, the effects of the dissemination strat gies could be in-

ferred.

item "Have you ever heard of. SBTE’"

~

"In this last qu

. it was decﬁled ‘

By fbllowing;the dev loping awareness of i

Therefore, on éach of the three mailed question ires, there wasothe

naire, since the ¢

concept was explained in the gover letter, ‘the item was

~ n \
-
-
a
%
11

o~

1

PRy 3

djusted slightly.
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. o - :‘ / ° .
. - * . ’
oot . . Have you ever heard of SPTE (other than in our questionnaire)? .
‘. ) Yes Eé . Fesponding,i :x\; %’ A
. September '75 6% 947 ‘ 91% -+ * - T e
. : . Spring '76 ¢ 50% 50% 9067 .- \Q\Et
- Spring '77 69% 317 991 * . , |

' g
0 - : }
. - - ;
Ay ~ : - ‘. - < ¢ 5
, . . . g . N . 19 [ -

The res spopse to this item provides overwhelming documentation of the

3 ° ~ ]

\ + effects of the SBTE projéct. There was an enormous increase in the percentage

2

of respondents saying that they had heard of SBIE in the eight months between

P

T -

| the first_and second que stlonnaires During\the following twelthmOnEh Y

e 2 e e 2 el
.

-

period, betwéen the second and third questionnaires, an additional 19% of the

'Gg ;
Y/ sample are indicating awareness It is interestiﬁg that the percentage re-
, 2

hd -

sponding to this item also increased over the three periods. .

Figures 7 and 8 illustrate the diffusion of the acronym "SBTE." The

IS

X's in Figure 7 point‘o the locations of the few individuals who kirfew what
\ . o,
- - SBTE meant in September%%75; the dots in the same flgure represenb the spread ‘

4

by Spring 1976. " Figure 8 illustrates the state of dlffu ion one year later,
. . ) .0 -

Spring 1977. _ S . +

&

LN

The SBIE tracer appears to have worked, as have the dissemination™strate-

é ° i

gies used by the project. ° o ) pR

- Question 2 How valid is the understanding_of the meaning of the SBTE

concept? Indicating, that one has heard of SBTE does not provide information . .
about the extent of awareness or the validity of the respon&ent s knowledge.
¢ <

. Therefore, a follow-up question was asked, "What does it mean?"

-

»

One hundred twenty-four (58%) of the respondents rQSponded-to this open-

s . . P [
:'\ f - ~ e Q( &» ¢ z
%ﬁ? ended question. Most wrote "School-Based Teacher Educator" or "School-Based®

i

Teacher Education.™’ NinetV—Pight (79/) of- the respondents provided a valid

. 22 ~ T

7, ..v'\ i

*
W

\
»%




P ’
.- / 20
’
" FIGURE 7
. R .
'
< - \ .
):‘*» hd ' I
| . / .
4 .
Yoo~ .4
[N
L .
* '
e
s N
. . v " . . . l\ .
te 8 - . '

TR T "’""”:”"f"’?’ "".“‘\—ﬁ,' T :" MY s tleatatetainid "‘f """ e .'" . ;”‘

/
4

DFFUSION OF SBTE N\~ w7

e - A Y
L ~ 4
) » KNOWLEDGE OF SBTE — SEPT, 1975 :
. - f
. o KNOWLEDGE OF SBTE — APRIL 1976
) ‘ - P - et .« 1 P «
- e cecrRa e M
v : _ ¢ v~
f ; . 3
/ / ! .
o e .
. . . ) i
/
T , v

B . . >
.« LS.




AT S
~ \ » [}
p‘ o / ¥ . 21
1/ . L. .
, 3
. \ FIGURE-8
4 .
: - ‘ )
A ]
¢
/
1 4
. ¢ b M
‘ « 1 % 1 . f
. , oS (
b
’ e * ‘ i ¥ ,_‘ / ! N~ -
‘._ -
¥ ? ’
k ]
, \ '
~” _ o
- : q < N ‘
’ ' ﬁ : . :
s 3 )
/ 2 '

R, SUR N 4

¥

¢
A
DIFFUSION ‘OF SBTE

‘™ KNOWLEDGE® OF SBTE — APRIL 1977

e
- - ¥
g i
/
Je
- 1A

-

any

l-

v

-
\ 3 24 o
R & -
N ; ) . / .

P

. .
.
.
) g
JI '
> BT R s B e v 2 A TR RR B T R e WP Ay wBe W iy TP e aenr # S
B .
4 .
s N ; Y .
™1 - #
b
.
. . .
. W
.
.

e

PN I .

».gm M».. s 3 2 2 B Berm 4
v
. -
.

T




¥ - ¢

answer. A few responses‘re more detailed:
Training and recognizing proérams’for pre- and ﬂhservice school
district based personnel who "are engaged‘in training teachers.
AR
,'Twenty—six (21%) of the responses were wrong,’or'nat sufficiently ‘clear
to bequqged: Several wrote '"Student based teacher educat;on." OheAwas?more

3

editorial, "Bureaucracy in its worst form," and there was on& original

"Southern Baptist Technological Equinox.! 4 ) )

*

It appears tHat by far the majority at least have minimal knowledge of

. what the SBTE acronym is abdut. s . . ' , o
.4 - . . . LI 'g ' . ‘ )
Qgestion 3: When djd the respondents ¥irst hear of SBTE’ Another

. -~

-

follow—up question for those who reportedﬂhaving heard of f SBETE was "If you

wle 4 e e "‘("

' have, when?" The responses to' this item ranged from 1972 to April 27, 1977.

<

Figure 9 is a graphical summary of the time periods-identified by. the}ninety—

- ' eight (44%) who responded to this item. - o e
These data are also consistert-with thé:timing of the 'SBTE project dis-

semination activities. The first and largest increase occurs during the

1975-76 s¢hool year, which was the-project's’first year. Further increases ~
- Y L'} s - R

in initial awareness were made during the second year,

-~

Unfortunately, there is not sufficient specificity in the responses to

rd

match these data to the classic S curve for innovation diffusion; however, it

\ ~ - . L)
. is Zé tain that during the two years of the project, new individuals were

v L4

constan ly'added at the initial awareness level.

\ . » * -

[y

the project, one of the basic policy questions involved Specifying strategies

. -

/ ‘\

for disseminatvon of tﬂe project s products. Was there an existent network

QuestYon 4: Where did the respondents«hear of SBTE? At'fhe\beéinning pf
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could have been taken.

24

A part of the September '75 survey. was designed to assess the €ovmunica-
) )

tion ﬁossibiiities. That report concluded:\

k}

)

~

]
i

. The reéponses show that the ‘current state of the nexworking-is

'
3

indeed grim -- few 1nd1v1duals know of. the activ1ties of other
Teachef ‘Centers nor are they in contact with more than a few,

//,7Qif any.... The additional data from this questionnaire indicates
that the)communication channels of face-to-face contact and pro-
fessional conferences are already in use to provide some contact
between members of different Teacher Centers (Hall, Loucks,'&
George, 1975, pp. 29-30).

‘

s
s I3

In its dissemination strategy, tﬁe project sfa?f then emphasized face-

.

‘tdlfacé communications By creating Task Forces and maintaining a high level

" ) .

of responsibiii;y for its Advisory Board; they also orgaLized materials and
SN - - . oS

presented. at many local, regional, and state professional meetings.

. . P : '
“ A third follow-up” question to the respondents who reported having heard

of SBTE id the present survey“was, "If you have, wherag" Table 3 summarizes

the frequencies of the various information sources listed. One hundred

forty-three (64%) “individuals responded to this item; eight responses (6%)

were not usable. °

[

. .o TABLE 3

' Frequency of Sources Identified for First Hearing About SBTE

. < |

. TeacherfCehter Board ﬁeeting ' o ‘7 | \\
Teachér Center Meeting 47
. ﬂ‘ Professional Meeting (TSTA, TEA, ‘TATE) . \' 35 ‘

SBT%{Board or Tasﬁkrorce Membexr . 7 7 , .
SBTE. Conference/Workshop ~ 10-. '

: Profeésioga%;Literature o . "'Il
Mailings r - 5
Module Field Test ‘ ’ i 2

, Instifution Meeting : . 5 1

-y ‘University Class ’ 5
Dirdct’Contact with SBTE Staff - 6
" Discussion wiFh Professional Colleague 7 ) °

. * . . .
- - = v
B - S
4 . L]
W - . .
. @

'3 FaN

3




The highest tailies are for persdnal contact or professional meeting'activi—
ties. - : . .
. . ’ ' . . ooe

Apparently the. face-to-face and meeting-oriented dissemination strategy

. ’

worked, especially the deliberat® involvement of é‘repreéenﬁative from each
Teacher Center. ’ . ) I
. Cn

- . -~
-

Question 5: - What ié thg level of awareness 'and use.of SBTE project pro-
. = . \

ducts?’ During the two years of the project, many products have been developed.

A series of reports and modulés have been produced and made available. . In

this questionnaire, the products were listed and the respondents were asked .
‘ . . . |

to mark on a Likert scale their degree of uée.qf each product. The findiné§

from this question are presented as Table 4.

In gereral, fﬁé more recéntly a product was devélopéﬁ, the less knowledge - .
N /
and use there appears to be. This iogicaI inference is encouraging in that *

[}
~

one can have more confidence in doing further'analyses of these data.

. * .

For example, with the excéption of the modules, at least one half of -
. LRI

- -

the respondents have at least heard-of the products, with an average of 13.6%

- -
~— “« . .
-

having looked at each, 15% having’read each, and,3.6% having used each. - -~

N . < N . &

On the averdge, '46% of the respondents, have at least heard of the SBTE T

.modules, with 97 having read or used them.i Again,- there seems.to be extensive

~ . o 4 . -
awareness of the SBTE products among the sample. ¢ :

- o~

A

- . I '_ . . \.
SUMMARY

. As mentioned previously, there is need for caution when interpreting the

hd 5

data p;ésented in. this repért. The findings suggest several trends.in terms

OFfsTexas Teacher Center activity and the success of the SBTE préiect. Héwever,

] ‘ - . .
the"intgrpfetations must be weighed in li%ht of the, characterigtics of the

[




TABLE 4

- . L_/ N . . . .‘
Indications of Degree of Use of Fourteen SBTE. Products
Reported in. Percentages

"
v

=

* Making Data—Based Deciy
sions

v

)

! Have .
: . Never Just Havé- Have Have
qj} Heard Heard Looked Read -Used' Percent
SBTE Products of It of It at It It’ It Responding’
# Project Description and i o 9 o . c’ 7.
Organization 3%4 287 llA‘ 20% 5% 1007
#2 School Based Teacher Educa- ‘ -
tors: Rationale, Role 357% 26% 15% 19% 47 87% .
Description and Research .
{3 Natignal Survey of School b he - )
Based Teacher Educator 457 27% 127 13% 3% 86%
" Credentialing Process
#4 Teacher Centers in Tekas: o -+ ocoy o o g o
The State of the Scene 38% 25% /;JA 167 4% 872
#5 Clinical Experiences and .
' Clinical Practice in 49% 20% . 14% 137 5% 87%
brofessional Education > ' .

| #6 A Task Analysis of Staff _ _ /
Development Personnel in - 50% 247, 14% - 10% 3% 87%
Selected Public School = . o %
*Districts .. T o

{#7 Specifying Competencies for' .

' School Based Teacher v ,
Educators Through Task, + 43% 257 147 14% 47 87%
Comceptual, and Percep- ' ' ' » :
tual Analyses \ *

. / 4l
#8 Credentialing School Based . .
Teacher-Educators: «Basis 50%  23% - 12% 13% 3% . 86%
for Decisioning T = n °
#9 Scheol Based Teacher Educator ° .
Project:  Report of First .50% 1872 . 14% 177% 2% "85%
Year Activities < '
"Module 1 -- Exploring Clinical 549 237 147" ' 8% Y 857 -
" Practice ° : ’ ST
Module 2 -- Interpersonal '527!".257 147 9% 1% 85%
Communications ’ i ’ o =
Module 3 -~ Planning 55%  22%  13% 82 21 8
| Module 4 - Collecting Data P g . v .
" 1in the Classroom 547 27% 127 . ’SZ 17 83%
Module 5 -- Analyzing Data.and 549, 279 3127‘ ‘79 1% 847




-

~ . oy
respondents and the measure used. '

«

Only 43% of the sample responded to the queétionnaire.’ Thus, nothiqg‘can

o«

be said for more than 50% of the sample.“‘Itlgeeus reasonable to assume that
-t

- . . . w,
most of the nonrequndents are likely to be less involved in Texas Teacher

Cénters.. Yet,.this is still an assumption. : .

. - - ) ¢
A continuing problem in this study has been identifying specific Teacher

- . v ) /
Centers. The two indepehdent legislative acfs in combination with the many -

- . 4
-

higher education institutions, service centers, and school systems have

resulted in a lack of definition of Teacher Cefters. If a resﬁondent says

that s/he belongs to the "Houston" Teacher Center, this could be one of at

ol

‘e
least three different Teacher Centers. There is thus no way to accurately

T

associate respondents with particular, Centers. . -

*This complicates data interpretation, since the number of respondents

N [ .-

3 .
from each Teacher Center cannots be clearly determined. Therefore, it is ‘im-
- L4 F i

Ny

possible to assess the weightihd of a pég;icularly active or inactive Teacher

Center that has a disproportionately high or low number of respondents., N

.

’ - - \
All of the abqve(hust be taken into account in interpreting the ques-

’ L

tionnaire data. It is assumed that individuals who are more actively involved
- . N} +
are more likely to respond, and so we can also assume that these data probably

. -

‘represent the best possible picture of Teacher Centering and SBTE activity in

. ’ . A O
Texas. The following summary statements and questions are offered within

-
e

- this context. : T :

v . . . ,

°

. Texas Teacher Centering - ‘ . - .. _ -

o

R . ~ - ' . +
Actross the two years of the study, the amount of activitxxﬁithin the

Ty -
Texas Teacher Centers does not appear to have changed, at least as perceived

. - e

by the respondents. There does appeQEMto-héve been a decrease in the amount

ik N

@ . ' ‘ . .
of contact between Teacher Centers. Whether this-is due to economic conditiqgs,

e . e

P

-

e
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. a witherfng of Teacher Center networking, or some characteristic of the sample
~ . : . s L

cannot be determined. :
1 v " .

[N

There appears to be a pattern to the membership of Teacher Centers. There

» . i

seem to be two ‘groups: a core of long-term members and a group of short-term

.

members. An interesting question is, how are the leadership roles and respon-

»

sibilities of the Teacher Centers assigned across these two groups and for @

Al 1
il

AJ

what lengths ofﬁtimez A lack of shared leadership could explain the short- s

, term cycllng in and out of members, but it could also be explained by a des1re

to involve many different persons in a Center over time.
v o -

- 7 Results of thé SBTE Project : ' . ;

)

The ‘cronym "SBTE" worked surprisingly we\l‘as a tracer. The project’
dissemination strategy can also be declared.a sutcess. The pereentage of

respondents who "had heard of SBTE"Jincreased dramatically with each succeeding

B

questionnaire. Further, it appears that most of the respondents who had. heard

of SBTE'nad a reasonably valid definition of tne conceptf
The face-to—face/professional meeting dissemination strategy workeé well ~'
\\nn/this situati8n. Involving one person from each Teacher Center as a contact
was also important slnce many respondents\learned about SBTE tHrougn\leacner

Cénter meetings. We do not “know what would have happened with other strategies, .

. A

however, it appears that people do ‘not commﬂnicate as frequently by nonpersonal,
. v ‘ .
. media such as reading, and so relying on written documents and/or newsletters

»

’
4

yould.probably not have been as_ effective. ..

The SBTE project has created initial awareness and‘activity across the
. K ) . ‘

1 © .

state, and there is now an established network in relatien to SBIE. It will

be unfortunate if this aapacity cannot be maintained, as is'the case with most

’ federally funded initiatives. This would be particylarly unfortunate in the

»

i . light of the extreme and continping interest in networking that has been. .

] N -

\)‘ :' : 31 .-“ . ».
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éxpressed by the respondents.

Y

.
~

3

“«“p

o

-

29

. -3
It is unlikely that the SBTE project actually created a new network.

Rather, the more informal network of active teacher-educators probably served

’ »

as.the basis for developing a-morxe fo}malized, expanded network around the )
] L ’ \

id
<

work of the SBTE project. Left unsupportedf this new capéci}y will most

. likely wither. "\
,7 s - We have assessed the primary-target auq%enhe of the SBTE piiiigt:’ pre-
service and‘inserw%ce teacher educatots in Texaé Teacher C;néers. ép inter-.
\_ esting spinoff study would be to aésess the impact of.the project oﬁ other \ ,

audiences, such as national Teasﬂet Centek efforts and policy makers, as well
¥

. Y

as school-based teacher educators in other §tates. .

* yehrs.‘?The imnovation of SBTE and a set of products have been developed and

-, disseminated. An opportunity for more formal networking across the Texas

4

, . - 1

Teacher Centers IWs been used to develop and to assist in dissemination of the

.

results to, the primary target audience, The available datasuggest that ‘the

project staff in Houston and the key members of the SBTE/Teacher Center net- '
. » .

- ’. -

. work are to ba commended for jobs well done. The major and unanswered ques- 4

~

tion that'feﬁﬁins is what wi}f’becomé of this crystallized capability? o
: . ’ ' ) k ¢ . .
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- Teacher Cen%r Questionnaire, Spring 1977
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TEACLER CENTER QUESTIONNAIRE

A}

Y. Are you currently involved with a Teacher Center?

If no, when did your involvement end? >

4

PLEASE CONTIWNUE EVEN IF YOU ANSﬁERED “Hos"

2. Please name the Teacher Center(s) that you are in olved with or have been
involved with in the past:

(1
(2)

in your responses to the remaining items. llame the one you have cghosen:

3.
less than . ‘ more than
———— 1 year _— 4 years
4,
ofice or once a'n;ontl;

twice =~ ——— every tw mont:hs or more often -

’

about once )
never once or . evg two .once a month
— Iy or more often

———— twice e

. ' . months

5. Do you coneiqer your' Teacher Center tb be

»

T e “dnactive : N8 T /. extreme'iy active
N—

% .
6. During thig school year, what other Teacéer Centers in Texas have~§ou person-

ally hdd contact with? . «

Wl
() S . (1»)

T T
- " -
[
L

7. VUhat have been some of the topics discussed t:hrough these contacts?

~ LN

h ~

L4




] LY

\

8. Does yoor Teacher Center collaborate with any other ‘Teacher' Centet(s)? Y
) ‘ . yes ) no
‘/ 3 ’ . - s
If yes, which one(s): e T . — .
i J _ i, ‘
- + . 0 A \ é" ‘
N @ * -
, 9., For how many Teacher Centers in Texas do you have at least a limited. knowledge
- of their activities? —— _— ‘
¢ . - ° “ e > ;
N all of‘themff§5:GEY’”””’r” pany (11-15) &
all but a few (45-54) ( | severak (6-10) -

more than half (35-44) only a fe'r (3-5)

about half (25-34) a couple -2

less than half (16—24) none. other than my owmn
] ) 2 -‘
' 10. Have you ever heard of SBTE (other than in our questionnaire& a

yes - no T ' !
If you have, vhere? . ) e \ .
A If you have, when? : A , ‘ T
¢ - - w b
What does it mean? .
® ' ‘ . . -’
g . ’ Vv e
Vo 11, H,ave you attended any ‘conferences’ on’ Teacher Centers during 1976~77%
. N _ N
- yes - mo.

-

If yes, please list them below and underline a‘ny at which SBTE was discussed.l’
/)’ T L4 M ) N
' /T . . L Y T : : /

rs . Y .t
' ' v rohey
R 12. Do you think that a network of Texas -Teacher Ceaters is a/useful idea? .’

’ . ¢ e, ! @

- yes o ono __. , E -




13. What {s your knowledge level and/or use of .the following SBTE products?

-
P

Have )
Never Just Have Have Have
lleard Heard = Looked Read Used
of It of It . at It It It

P <

#1 Project Description and Organization

{#2 School Based Teacher Educators:
Rationale, Role Description and
" Research -

#3 Hational Survey of School Based
Teacher Educator Crederti alinv
Progess -

#4 Teacher Centers in Texas: The
State of-the Scene -

#5 Clinical Experiences and Cligical
Practice in Professional Education

{##6 A Task Analysis of Staff Develop-
ment Personnel in Selected Public .
School Districts -

#7 Specifying Competencies for School
" Based Teacher Educators Through
‘Task, Conceptual, and Perceptual
- Analyses .

#8 Credentialing School Lased Teacher
Educators: Basis for Decisioqing

#9 School Based Teacher Educator Project:
Report of First Year Activities

<

_ . ~ -
1 -- Exploring Clinig2&,2:32&&ee==“*’d’“'ﬁ*“«

O e .

2 -~ Interpersonal Communications
Module 3 ~- Planning
4

Module
N Classroom

Module |
Module

Collecting Data in the '

AN

Module Analyczing Data and Making -
gata-Based Decisions

L3
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. The Researchm’ng D veiopment Center for feache; Education -, I
~ N “University of Texas Austin 78742

April 22, 1577

1

- \ } : Y

have fasked you twice during the last fifteen months to
fdy of teacher centering in Texas. As a part of
ek have been exploring your familiarity with the
vour present involvement or past involvements in
afid your knowledge of or relationship to other
teacher centers around the stpte. ‘ /

Dear Colleague:

As you may renmcuber,

' Although we have beeﬁﬂconduc’iﬂg the study from the Lesearch and Deve{opment
" Center for Teacher Zducatiop, we have done so in collaboration with colleagues
at the University of Housgf who have had funding from the Fund for the
Improvement of Post--Secefidary Educatinn to explore the concept of schoolgbased
teacher educatioch (SBTE) and to deveibp some S3TE materials, One goal of our
mailed questionnaire survey was to evaluate tiic extent to which the SiTE i
project was dissenminatihg its work to all of you around the staté. . That was
vy wve asked each tiwe whether you had heard of §§TE and if so, when this had \\
occurred. Through this part of the survey, we were able tq’plot the early X
"movement of the SBTE concept. and the work of the Unlversity of Houston staff .
and many other involved teacher educatofs from around “the /state. \
I d ¢
At this time, the SBTE project is nearing the end of -its /federal funding and
- we once again ask your assistance in our study. As before, we will be cer-
-~ tain to send you a summary of our findings. Although we are sharing the ob-
Jective of the study with you, we very mggh need your input if we are to
, understand more abouf the dissemination of teacher education ideas within
B the state of Texas. 'We need your assistanfe whether or not you are still v .
"™->—  involved in your teacher education ceater.| All of the/ participants. in the - )
-~ study were selected becausa as of two years ago they were involved. One of
g the key questions for us is%to what extent beOple still are involved in the
{ teacher centers and to what ent there is\turn-OVe + Therefore, your
.0f SBTE and regardless

\

input is needed regardless of
of whether or not you are pres

our prisent knowledge

We have attempted .to-keep the quégtionnaird Brief and yet include the kind .of .
information that will be helpful ty us and‘tﬁ the SBIE project as it develops
¢ abross the state of Texas, and that\will alsd be of interest to you when we
retdyn the survey surmary. ’ ’




-April 22, 1977
Pdge 2

8- .
Would’ you please take a feow minuetes and complete the questionnaire and rgturn
it in the envelape peovided. If you have any questions, please feeél free to
call eithos Of us.and we will be very happy to respond. Thank yaou again for
‘yout help and we look forward to haziug your input. «

~

’SinEerely yours;

1

/; S . / - . . ° ' :
\ -
/jzw Lo \4/“& A oucky
° 14
Gene E. Hall, Project Birector _ Susan F. Loucks
Procedures for Adopcing Educational . Project Associate

. Innovations/CBAl! Project

P.S. ~- If you wish to know more about the SBTE project, feel free to contact
Bob Houston, Jim Cooper, or Al Warner at the University of llouston. They will
be glad to share with you a copy of the publication list and descriptions of
other project activities, In addition, the following members of the SBTE
Advisory Committee, some of whom may ‘be in your area or even in your teacher
center, are all participating in and are up to date about project activities:

Dr. Robert Anderson . Dr. Glenn Ridd -

Texas Tech Univerwity /7 ‘ State gonsultant, TEA

Mrs. Vivian Bowser. . + Dr. Dwane Kingery
Houston Teachers ijﬁpciation North Texas State University

-
-

, Dr. Anna Dewald . : Dr. Joe Klingstedt
University of St Thomas. .. University of Texas at
/f/; - El Paso

Dr. Dwain Ii, [Qstes ‘
Educatio Service Center : Mr, -Joe Liggons

" Region 0 .. V Houston Ind. School District

.

Dr. Chantrey Fritts Dr. Joe Pitts . )
Abilene Christian College Dallas Ind. School District

“Mr. Abel Gonzales . o ‘Dr. Thomas E. Ryan
Pan Aperjcan University . . Texas Educafyon Agency

L

Dﬁ._Eugene Jekel ..~ Dr. Tom T/~Walker
Tgxas A&T University . ~- Texas %éucatiod Agency




